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REMARKS 

Discussion of Claim Amendments 



Claims 21-35 are cancelled, and claims 36-42 are added to more clearly recite the 
invention. New claims 36-42 add no new matter to the application and are supported by the 
disclosure as originally filed. The following table presents support for each of these claims. 



CURRENTLY PRESENTED CLAIM 


SUPPORT IN THE DISCLOSURE 


1 


Paragraph [0012] 


2 


Original claim 2 


3 


Canceled 


4 


Original claim 4 


5 


Original claim 5 


6 


Paragraphs [0012], [0048] 


7 


Original claim 7 


8 


Paragraph [0070] 


9 


Canceled 


10 


Paragraph [0072] 


1 1 


Canceled 


12 


Canceled 


13 


Paragraph [0043] 


14 


Paragraph [0048] 


15 


Canceled 


16 


Paragraph [0049] 


17 


Canceled 


18 


Canceled 


19 


Paragraphs [0015], [0134] 


20 


Original claim 20 


21-35 


Canceled 


36 


Paragraphs [0019], [0083] 


37 


Paragraph [0086] 


38 


Paragraphs [0020], [0023] 


39 


Paragraph [0097] 
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40 


Paragraph [0018] 


41 


Paragraph [0018] 


42 


Paragraph [0021] 


43 


Paragraph [0022] 


44 


Original claim 33 


45 


Original claim 34 



The Office Action 

The Office Action alleges that the present invention contains eleven distinct 
inventions and requires restriction to only one of the eleven inventions. 

The Present Invention 

The present invention relates to a gene encoding BRCC-2 and the therapeutic uses 

thereof. 

Discussion of the Restriction Requirement under 35 USC § 121 

In response to the restriction requirement, Applicant hereby elects the claims of 
Group I for further examination. This election is with traverse, because the claims of Groups 
II-X are dependant on the claims of Group I, and thus include the subject matter of Group I. 
Moreover, the currently presented claims link each of the separate Groups identified in the 
Office Action to Group I. Upon allowance of a linking claim, the restriction requirement 
must be withdrawn pursuant to MPEP § 809.03. Accordingly, the claims should be examined 
together. 

1 . Group I is linked to Group II by claims 13-18. 

(a) Linked Groups I and II are further linked to Group III by claims 19- 
20. 

i. Linked Groups I, II and III are further linked to Group VI by 
claims 41 and 43. 
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ii. Linked Groups I, II and III are further linked to Group VIII by 
claim 42. 



(b) Linked Groups I and II are further linked to Group IV by claims 36, 
37,38, 39, 40 and 43. 

(c) Linked Groups I and II are further linked to Group V by claims 36, 
37 and 38. 

(2) Group I is linked to Group VII by claim 42. 

(3) Group I is linked to Group IX by claim 44. 

(4) Group I is linked to Group X by claim 45. 



The application is considered in good and proper form for allowance, and the 
Examiner is respectfully requested to pass this application to issue. If, in the opinion of the 
Examiner, a telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of the subject application, 
the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney. / // 



Conclusion 




M. DanierttefiifitJLegrlW. 41,826 
LEYDIG, VOIT & MAYER, LTD. 
Two Prudential Plaza, SiMe 4900 
1 80 North Stetson Avenufc 
Chicago, Illinois 60601^780 
(312) 616-5600 (telephone) 
(312) 616-5700 (facsimile) 



Date: June 30, 2005 
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